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knew) " felt the influence of the Greek notion of the absoluteness and 
transcendence of God," "the interval between the Infinite and the 
Finite." Alexandrian Judaism felt this difficulty, but the Palestinian 
problem was ethical, not metaphysical — the barrier between the holy 
God and his sinful world. Even in the unsettled condition of the 
problem of the title Son of Man, it seems hardly well to use that 
expression as setting forth the human nature of Christ as contrasted 
with his divine nature as Son of God (pp. 209, 231). The self-revela- 
tion of Jesus has given a new content to the latter title which makes it 
a fit expression for our conception of his divinity. But he has not 
infused a Hellenic significance into the other Messianic designation, 
and it seems to contribute to confusion of thought for us to use it to 
express our belief in the ideal humanity of our Lord. It is difficult, 
furthermore, to accept the suggestion that Paul's doctrine of original 
sin is quite independent of contemporary Jewish thought (p. 288). 

A few slips of the proofreader are noticed, in addition to those which are men- 
tioned in the list of errata. On p. 171, sixth line from top, Rom. 8 : 39 is mis- 
quoted — "me "for "us;" p. 189, tenth line from top, iu>p<trf lacks its accent. On 
the same page, second line from bottom, is it not a slip that refers to the late Bishop 
of Durham as Canon Lightfoot ? P. 212, note", " Dogmen Geschichte" would look 
more natural if printed as one word. P. 217, note 1 , the so-called second epistle of 
Clement is quoted with the formula " The words of Clement of Rome." They are 
certainly not his. P. 238, seventh line from bottom, the synoptic gospels seem to 
be assigned to a date subsequent to the gospel of John. Can this be intentional ? 
P. 243, second line from bottom, " most " should read " must," should it not ? P. 268, 
seventh line from bottom, Rom. 1 : 3, should be Rom. 1:4. P. 287, seventh line from 
bottom, " Apocalypse of Esdras" (cf. " Book of Esdras," p. 288, fourteenth line from 
top), should read "Fourth Book of Ezra" or "Second Esdras," while "Book of 
Baruch" on p. 288 should read " Apocalypse of Baruch." P. 319, note, "Vortrage" 
should read " Vortrage." 

Rush Rhees. 

The Newton Theological Institution, 
Newton Centre, Mass. 



The Oxford Debate on the Textual Criticism of the New 
Testament, held at New College, on May 6, 1897 ; with a 
preface explanatory of the rival systems. London : George 
Bell & Sons, 1897. Pp- xvl + 43> 8vo. 2s. 6d., net. 

The Oxford debate grew out of a desire on the part of Prebendary 
Edward Miller to secure from Oxford biblical students a fresh hearing 
for the case of the traditional text of the New Testament — which is 
preserved in the great mass of our MSS., and on which the Authorized 



RECENT THEOLOGICAL LITERATURE 675 

Version is based — as against the critical text, derived by a genealogical 
study, chiefly from a few early uncials. This desire was met by Pro- 
fessor Sanday's invitation to a debate. The debate was thus between 
the school of Dean Burgon on the one side, and the followers of Dr. 
Hort on the other. The speakers were six : Miller, Gwilliam, and 
Bonus, as advocates of the traditional text, and Sanday, Allen, and 
Headlam, for the historico-critical method of Dr. Hort ; the two 
sides being represented alternately, and Mr. Miller closing the debate. 
With participants so able and so deeply interested in the advocacy of 
their respective views, the debate could hardly have failed of interest, 
and the record of it has all the value of a plain and outspoken pre- 
sentation of the two positions and methods, by eminent representatives 
of each. In some sections, however, there is a disappointing lack of 
coherence and grasp, which even the exigencies of public debate are 
not sufficient to explain. As to the upshot of the discussion, which 
must have been exhilaratingly vigorous and informal, Professor San- 
day's side certainly seems, at least to a follower of Dr. Hort, to have 
had all the best of it. The book is edited by Mr. Miller. 

Edgar J. Goodspeed. 
The University of Chicago. 



Die zweite romjsche Gefangenschaft des Apostels Paulus. 
Eine kirchenhistorische und neutestamentliche Untersu- 
chung. Von Lie. theol. Rudolf Steinmetz, Pastor zu Neu- 
enkirchen. Leipzig: A. Deichert'sche Verlagsbuchhand- 
lung Nachf. (Georg Bohme), 1897. Pp. viii+244. M. 3.60. 

A full and careful r6sume" of the arguments which have been urged 
by many scholars in support of Paul's second Roman imprisonment. 
The book contains nothing new, but is written clearly and in a candid 
spirit, and constitutes perhaps as good a defense as could be written of 
the author's thesis that Paul was released from his Roman imprison- 
ment, and, after a journey to Spain and to the Orient, was again arrested 
and imprisoned. The first part of the book is devoted to the grounds, 
exclusive of the pastoral epistles, upon which the assumption of a 
second imprisonment is based ; the second part to the pastoral epistles 
themselves as witnesses to such an imprisonment. The author pur- 
sues the proper course in endeavoring to show a second imprisonment 
probable on other grounds before considering the evidence of the pas- 
toral epistles ; but, as a matter of fact, his effort serves only to show 
again how little there is to be said in favor of the traditional opinion, 



